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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-46 are presented for examination. 



Response to Arguments 



2. 



Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/25/2005 with respect to claims 1-46 have been considered 



but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Double Patenting 



The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993); In re Long, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
F.2d 937 5 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 
1970);and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 
CFR 3.73(b). 

Claims 1-46 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory double patenting 
over claims 1-64 of copending Application No. 10/869,165. 

Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from 
each other because the patent teaches all the limitations as disclosed such that the interpretation 
of providing a plurality of operating systems on a single information handling device having one 
or more appliances is similar to a single information handling device having an operating system 



to control the information handling device to operate a media playing device. The claimed 
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subject matter of claims 1-64 of copending Application No. 10/869,165 does not specifically 
mention about dedicated software. However, it is well known in the art; for example, Watanabe 
et al., 6,763,458, Captaris Inc., discloses well-known concept of using dedicated software, e.g., 
figures 9A, 9B, 14. With Captaris's teachings it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to include the concept of dedicated software with the claimed subject matter of claims 1-64 of 
copending Application No. 10/869,165. 

This is a provisional double patenting rejection since the conflicting claims have not yet 
been patented. 

Drawings 

3. New corrected drawings are required in this application because Figures 1-3 does not 
show claimed invention, i.e., " method steps, a general operating system to perform general 
information handling tasks , switching between operating systems, discontinuing the execution of 
one operating system prior to executing another operating system, operating systems 
concurrently , executing the general operating system includes reading the general operating 
system from a mass storage device , checking for resource conflicts , wireless interface, home 
security system and is stored on a memory device different than a hard drive where the general 
operating system is stored, the appliance operating system is executed between a first time and a 
second time subsequent to the first time ; and the general operating system is executed between a 
third time subsequent to the first time and a fourth time subsequent to the second time and the 
third time, the general operating system is executed between a first time and a second time 
subsequent to the first time : and the appliance operating system is executed between a third time 
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subsequent to the first time and a fourth time subsequent to the second time and the third time, 

etc. Applicant is advised to employ the services of a competent patent draftsperson outside the 

Office, as the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office no longer prepares new drawings. A proposed 

drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 

abandonment of the application. The amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of 

the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 

amended. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled -Replacement Sheet- in the page header 

* 

(as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the examiner 
does not accept the changes, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, 6, 1 1-14, 16-28, 41-43, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Endo et al. 6,615,303 (Hereinafter Endo) in view of Watanabe et al., 
6,763,458, Captaris Inc (Hereinafter Watanabe-Captaris). 

5. As per claim 1 , Endo clearly teaches a method comprising: 
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providing a plurality of operating systems (e.g., figure 1) on a single information 
handling device (e.g., figure 1) having one or more appliances (e.g., col. 20, lines 31-36, col., 
11, lines 57 - 67), the plurality of operating systems including an appliance operating system to 
control the information handling device (e.g., col, 12, lines 1 - 28) to operate a subset of the one 
or more appliances (e.g., col., 9, lines 46 - 67), and a general operating system to perform 
general information handling tasks (e.g., col., 9, lines 60 - 67); 

executing the appliance operating system to control a subset of the one or more 
appliances (e.g., col. 20, lines 31-36, col., 11, lines 57 - 67), wherein the appliance operating 
system is independent of the general operating system (e.g., figure 1); and executing the general 
operating system to control the information handling device to perform general information 
handling tasks (e.g., col., 9, lines 60 - 67). 

However, Endo does not specifically mention about using dedicated software. 

Watanabe-Captaris discloses the well-known concept of using dedicated software, e.g., 
figures 9A, 9B and 14. 

■/ 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Endo with the teachings of Watanabe-Captaris in order to 
facilitate usage of the dedicated software because the well-known use of dedicated software 
would support providing functionality for dedicated purpose. The dedicated software would 
carry out the dedicated task. The system having the appliance operating system would get the 
benefit of well-known concept of utilizing dedicated software for dedicated job. 
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6. As per claim 2, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed limitations as rejected 
above. Endo also teaches the following: 

switching between operating systems (e.g., figure 14). 

7. As per claim 3, Endo arid Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed limitations as rejected 
above. Endo also teaches the following: 

switching includes discontinuing the execution of one operating system prior to executing 
another operating system (e.g:, col., 12, lines 10 - 28). 

8. As per claims 4, 41, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed limitations as 
rejected above. Endo also teaches the following: 

switching includes executing two or more of the plurality of operating systems / the 
appliance operating system and the general operating system, concurrently (e.g., col., 20, line 
65). 

9. As per claim 6, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed limitations as rejected 
above. Endo also teaches the following: 

executing includes checking for resource conflicts (e.g., inherent functionality of an 
operating system (e.g., col., 12, lines 10 - 28). 

10. As per claims 1 1-14, 16-27, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed 
limitations as rejected above. Endo also teaches the following: 
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one or more appliances to be coupled to said at least one communications interface (e.g., 
figure 3), 

one or more appliances are to be coupled to said communications interface via a network 

(e.g., use of LAN, col., 4, lines 19 - 33), 

one or more appliances are media handling systems (e.g., appliance using audio/video, 

image display, figure 2), 

one or more media handling systems include at least one of an audio device and a visual 

device (e.g., appliance using audio/video, image display, figure 2), 

communications interface is an interface (e.g., col., 1, line 23 - col., 2, line 65), 

communications interface is an electrical interface (e.g., figure 3), 

a resource conflict check is performed when said operating systems are executed (e.g., 

col., 1, line 23 - col., 2, line 65). 

11. As per claim 28, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed limitations as rejected 
above. Endo also teaches the following: 

appliance including a DVD player (e.g., col. 20, lines 3 1 - 36). 

12. As per claims 42, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed limitations as 
rejected above. Endo^also teaches the following: 

the appliance operating system is executed between a first time and a second time 
subsequent to the first time (e.g., col., 9, lines 46 - 67, figures 8-10); and the general operating 
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system is executed between a third time subsequent to the first time and a fourth time subsequent 
to the second time and the third time (e.g., col., 10, lines 1-18, figures 8-10). 

13. As per claims 43, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed limitations as 
rejected above. Endo also teaches the following: 

the general operating system is executed between a first time and a second time 
subsequent to the first time (e.g., col., 9, lines 46 - 67, figures 8-10); and the appliance operating 
system is executed between a third time subsequent to the first time and a fourth time subsequent 
to the second time and the third time (e.g., col., 10, lines 1-18, figures 8-10). 

14. Claims 5, 7-10, 15, 29-40, 44-46, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Endo and Watanabe-Captaris in view of "Official Notice". 

15. As per claims 5, 40, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed limitations as 
rejected above. Endo also teaches the following: 

reading the appliance operating system from a memory circuit (e.g., col., 5, line 64 - col., 
6, line 10), and executing the general operating system includes reading the general operating 
system from a mass storage device (e.g., figure 2). 

However, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris do not specifically mention about using a non- 
volatile / read-only memory. 

"Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing the use of 
non- volatile / read-only memory is well known and expected in the art. For example, Pineau, 
5,428,787, discloses storing and obtaining operating system (e.g., swapping of operating 
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systems, col., 3, line 57 - col., 4, line 24) into/from storage devices (e.g., figure 1) including non- 
volatile memory (e.g., RAM, figure 1, col., 3, lines 6 - 28) read-only memory (e.g., ROM, figure 
1, col., 3, lines 6 - 28), mass storage device (e.g., media disk, figure 1, col., 3, lines 29 - 34)", 
"two different operating systems (e.g., optimized look ahead operating system and tag queuing 
operating system, col., 3, lines 29 - 48) in different types of storage components (e.g., RAM, 
ROM, media disk, figure 1, col., 3, lines 6 - 34)". 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the use of non- volatile / read-only memory with the teachings of Endo and 
Watanabe-Captaris in order to facilitate an appliance operating system to be stored on a non- 
volatile / read-only memory. The well-known use of non- volatile / read-only memory would 
retain the appliance operating system even when the system is powered off. The system having 
the appliance operating system would get the benefit of well-known non- volatile / read-only 
memory for storing the appliance operating system. 

16. As per claims 7 and 8, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed limitations as 
rejected above. 

However, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris do not specifically mention about the use of 
BIOS to provide initial processor control / control of which of plurality of operating systems is 
executed. "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing the use of 
BIOS to provide initial processor control / control of which of plurality of operating systems is 
executed is well known and expected in the art. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the use of BIOS to provide initial processor control / control of which of 
plurality of operating systems is executed with the teachings of Endo and Watanabe-Captaris in 
order to facilitate initial processor control by using BIOS and to control which of plurality of 
operating systems is executed using BIOS. Well-known use of BIOS will help provide boot up 
selection of which operating system to be selected for execution upon system startup. 

17. As per claims 9 and 10, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed limitations as 
rejected above. 

However, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris do not specifically mention about the details of 
the use of mass storage medium and read-only memory. "Official Notice" is taken that both the 
concept and advantages of providing the use of mass storage medium and read-only memory is 
well known and expected in the art. For example, Pineau, 5,428,787, discloses storing and 
obtaining operating system (e.g., swapping of operating systems, col., 3, line 57 - col, 4, line 24) 
into/from storage devices (e.g., figure 1) including non- volatile memory (e.g., RAM, figure 1, 
col., 3, lines 6 - 28) read-only memory (e.g., ROM, figure 1, col., 3, lines 6 - 28), mass storage 
device (e.g., media disk, figure 1, col., 3, lines 29 - 34)", "two different operating systems (e.g., 
optimized look ahead operating system and tag queuing operating system, col., 3, lines 29 - 48) 
in different types of storage components (e.g., RAM, ROM, media disk, figure 1, col., 3, lines 6 
- 34)". 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the use of mass storage medium and read-only memory with the teachings 
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of Endo and Watanabe-Captaris in order to facilitate multiple operating systems separate from 
each other. Well-known use of mass storage medium and read-only memory will help provide 
storage of the multiple operating systems, which can be selected by the system to be loaded and 
to be used for execution. 

18. As per claim 15, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed limitations as rejected 
above. However, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris do not specifically mention about interface being 
wireless. 

"Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of the interface being 
wireless is well known and expected in the art. For example, Ginter et al., 5,910,987 discloses 
these limitations, e.g., figure 7, paragraph 1828. Ginter et al., 2004/0133793 discloses these 
limitations, e.g., figure 7, paragraph 1828. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the usage of interface being wireless with the teachings of Endo and 
Watanabe-Captaris in order to facilitate usage of wireless functionality because the well-known 
use of wireless interface would support providing communication between two devices. Even 
without having physical connection between two devices the wireless interface would 
communicate information from one device to another device. 

19. As per claims 29 and 30, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed limitations as 
rejected above. Endo also teaches the following: 

the general operating system is stored on a hard drive (e.g., figure 2). 
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However, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris do not specifically mention about using a 
different memory device, other than a hard drive, for storing the appliance operating system for 
the DVD player. 

"Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing and using a 
different memory device, other than a hard drive, for storing the appliance operating system for 
the DVD player is well known and expected in the art. For example, Pineau, 5,428,787, discloses 
storing and obtaining operating system (e.g., swapping of operating systems, col., 3, line 57 - 
col., 4, line 24) into/from storage devices (e.g., figure 1) including non-volatile memory (e.g., 
RAM, figure 1, col., 3, lines 6 - 28) read-only memory (e.g., ROM, figure 1, col, 3, lines 6 - 28), 
mass storage device (e.g., media disk, figure 1, col., 3, lines 29 - 34)", "two different operating 
systems (e.g., optimized look ahead operating system and tag queuing operating system, col., 3, 
lines 29 - 48) in different types of storage components (e.g., RAM, ROM, media disk, figure 1, 
col, 3, lines 6 -34)". 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the use of with the teachings of Endo and Watanabe-Captaris in order to 
facilitate an appliance operating system for the DVD player to be stored on a different memory 
device, other than a hard drive. The well-known use of different memories like, non- volatile / 
read-only memory, would retain the appliance operating system even when the system is 
powered off. The system having the appliance operating system would get the benefit of well- 
known different memories like, non-volatile / read-only memory for storing the appliance 
operating system for the DVD player. 
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20. As per claims 31-39, 44-46, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris disclose the claimed 
limitations as rejected above. Endo also teaches the following: 

the concept of supporting any appliance and any appliance operating system (e.g., col. 20, 
lines 31 -36). 

However, Endo and Watanabe-Captaris do not specifically mention about the appliance 
including a television / stereo / home security system. 

"Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing the use of 
the appliance including a television / stereo / home security system is well known and expected 
in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the appliance including a television / stereo / home security system with the 
teachings of Endo and Watanabe-Captaris in order to facilitate the use of an appliance operating 
system that handle the television / stereo / home security system functionality. The well-known 
use of television / stereo / home security system appliance can be handled by using an appliance 
operating system. The system having the appliance operating system would get the benefit of 
well-known use of an appliance, television / stereo / home security system, supported by an 
appliance operating system. 

21. Claims 1-4, 6, 1 1-28, 41-43, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Endo et al. 6,615,303 (Hereinafter Endo) in view of Ginter et al, 6,363,488 (Hereinafter 
Ginter). 

22. As per claim 1 , Endo clearly teaches a method comprising: 
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providing a plurality of operating systems (e.g., figure 1) on a single information 
handling device (e.g., figure 1) having one or more appliances (e.g., col. 20, lines 31 - 36, col., 
11, lines 57 - 67), the plurality of operating systems including an appliance operating system to 
control the information handling device (e.g., col., 12, lines 1 - 28) to operate a subset of the one 
or more appliances (e.g., col., 9, lines 46 - 67), and a general operating system to perform 
general information handling tasks (e.g., col., 9, lines 60 - 67); 

executing the appliance operating system to control a subset of the one or more 
appliances (e.g., col. 20, lines 31-36, col., 11, lines 57 - 67), wherein the appliance operating 
system is independent of the general operating system (e.g., figure 1); and executing the general 
operating system to control the information handling device to perform general information 
handling tasks (e.g., col., 9, lines 60 - 67). 

However, Endo does not specifically mention about using dedicated software. 

Ginter discloses the well-known concept of using dedicated software, e.g., paragraphs 
606,654,214. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Endo with the teachings of Ginter in order to facilitate 
usage of the dedicated software because the well-known use of dedicated software would support 
providing functionality for dedicated purpose. The dedicated software would carry out the 
dedicated task. The system having the appliance operating system would get the benefit of well- 
known concept of utilizing dedicated software for dedicated job. 
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23. As per claim 2, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected above. Endo 
also teaches the following: 

switching between operating systems (e.g., figure 14). 

24. As per claim 3, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected above. Endo 
also teaches the following: 

switching includes discontinuing the execution of one operating system prior to executing 
another operating system (e.g., col., 12, lines 10 - 28). 

25. As per claims 4, 41, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected above. 
Endo also teaches the following: 

switching includes executing two or more of the plurality of operating systems / the 
appliance operating system and the general operating system, concurrently (e.g., col., 20, line 
65). 

26. As per claim 6, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected above. Endo 
also teaches the following: 

executing includes checking for resource conflicts (e.g., inherent functionality of an 
operating system (e.g., col., 12, lines 10 - 28). 



27. As per claims 11-14, 16-27, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected 
above. Endo also teaches the following: 
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one or more appliances to be coupled to said at least one communications interface (e.g., 
figure 3), 

one or more appliances are to be coupled to said communications interface via a network 

(e.g., use of LAN, col., 4, lines 19 - 33), 

one or more appliances are media handling systems (e.g., appliance using audio/video, 

image display, figure 2), 

one or more media handling systems include at least one of an audio device and a visual 

device (e.g., appliance using audio/video, image display, figure 2), 

communications interface is an interface (e.g., col., 1, line 23 - col., 2, line 65), 

communications interface is an electrical interface (e.g., figure 3), 

a resource conflict check is performed when said operating systems are executed (e.g., 

col., 1, line 23 - col., 2, line 65). 

28. As per claim 15, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected above. 
However, Endo does not specifically mention about interface being wireless. 

Ginter discloses interface being wireless, e.g., figure 7, paragraph 1828. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Endo and Ginter in order to facilitate usage of wireless 
functionality because the well-known use of wireless interface would support providing 
communication between two devices: Even without having physical connection between two 
devices the wireless interface would communicate information from one device to another 
device. 
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29. As per claim 28, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected above. 
Endo also teaches the following: 

appliance including a DVD player (e.g., col. 20, lines 31 - 36). 

30. As per claims 42, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected above. 
Endo also teaches the following: 

the appliance operating system is executed between a first time and a second time 
subsequent to the first time (e.g., col., 9, lines 46 - 67, figures 8-10); and the general operating 
system is executed between a third time subsequent to the first time and a fourth time subsequent 
to the second time and the third time (e.g., col., 10, lines 1-18, figures 8-10). 

31. As per claims 43, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected above. 
Endo also teaches the following: 

the general operating system is executed between a first time and a second time 
subsequent to the first time (e.g., col., 9, lines 46 - 67, figures 8-10); and the appliance operating 
system is executed between a third time subsequent to the first time and a fourth time subsequent 
to the second time and the third time (e.g., col, 10, lines 1-18, figures 8-10). 

32. Claims 5, 7-10, 29-40, 44-46, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Endo and Ginter in view of "Official Notice". 
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33. As per claims 5, 40, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected above. 
Endo also teaches the following: 

reading the appliance operating system from a memory circuit (e.g., col, 5, line 64 - col., 
6, line 10), and executing the general operating system includes reading the general operating 
system from a mass storage device (e.g., figure 2). 

However, Endo and Ginter do not specifically mention about using a non- volatile / read- 
only memory. 

"Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing the use of 
non- volatile / read-only memory is well known and expected in the art. For example, Pineau, 
5,428,787, discloses storing and obtaining operating system (e.g., swapping of operating 
systems, col, 3, line 57 - coL, 4, line 24) into/from storage devices (e.g., figure 1) including non- 
volatile memory (e.g., RAM, figure 1, col., 3, lines 6 - 28) read-only memory (e.g., ROM, figure 
1, col., 3, lines 6 - 28), mass storage device (e.g., media disk, figure 1, col, 3, lines 29 - 34)", 
"two different operating systems (e.g., optimized look ahead operating system and tag queuing 
operating system, col., 3, lines 29 - 48) in different types of storage components (e.g., RAM, 
ROM, media disk, figure 1, col., 3, lines 6 - 34)". 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the use of non- volatile / read-only memory with the teachings of Endo and 
Ginter in order to facilitate an appliance operating system to be stored on a non- volatile / read- 
only memory. The well-known use of non-volatile / read-only memory would retain the 
appliance operating system even when the system is powered off. The system having the 
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appliance operating system would get the benefit of well-known non-volatile / read-only memory 
for storing the appliance operating system. 

34. As per claims 7 and 8, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected 
above. 

However, Endo and Ginter do not specifically mention about the use of BIOS to provide 
initial processor control / control of which of plurality of operating systems is executed. 
"Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing the use of BIOS to 
provide initial processor control / control of which of plurality of operating systems is executed 
is well known and expected in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the use of BIOS to provide initial processor control / control of which of 
plurality of operating systems is executed with the teachings of Endo and Ginter in order to 
facilitate initial processor control by using BIOS and to control which of plurality of operating 
systems is executed using BIOS. Well-known use of BIOS will help provide boot up selection 
of which operating system to be selected for execution upon system startup. 

35. As per claims 9 and 10, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected 
above. 

However, Endo and Ginter do not specifically mention about the details of the use of 
mass storage medium and read-only memory. "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept 
and advantages of providing the use of mass storage medium and read-only memory is well 
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known and expected in the art. For example, Pineau, 5,428,787, discloses storing and obtaining 
operating system (e.g., swapping of operating systems, col., 3, line 57 - col., 4, line 24) into/from 
storage devices (e.g., figure 1) including non-volatile memory (e.g., RAM, figure 1, col., 3, lines 
6 - 28) read-only memory (e.g., ROM, figure 1, col., 3, lines 6 - 28), mass storage device (e.g., 
media disk, figure 1, col., 3, lines 29 - 34)", "two different operating systems (e.g., optimized 
look ahead operating system and tag queuing operating system, col., 3, lines 29 - 48) in different 
types of storage components (e.g., RAM, ROM, media disk, figure 1, col., 3, lines 6 - 34)". 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the use of mass storage medium and read-only memory with the teachings 
of Endo and Ginter in order to facilitate multiple operating systems separate from each other. 
Well-known use of mass storage medium and read-only memory will help provide storage of the 
multiple operating systems, which can be selected by the system to be loaded and to be used for 
execution. 

36. As per claims 29 and 30, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected 
above. Endo also teaches the following: 

the general operating system is stored on a hard drive (e.g., figure 2). 

However, Endo and Ginter do not specifically mention about using a different memory 
device, other than a hard drive, for storing the appliance operating system for the DVD player. 

"Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing and using a 
different memory device, other than a hard drive, for storing the appliance operating system for 
the DVD player is well known and expected in the art. For example, Pineau, 5,428,787, discloses 
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storing and obtaining operating system (e.g., swapping of operating systems, col, 3, line 57 - 
col., 4, line 24) into/from storage devices (e.g., figure 1) including non- volatile memory (e.g., 
RAM, figure 1, col., 3, lines 6 - 28) read-only memory (e.g., ROM, figure 1, col, 3, lines 6 - 28), 
mass storage device (e.g., media disk, figure 1, col., 3, lines 29 - 34)", "two different operating 
systems (e.g., optimized look ahead operating system and tag queuing operating system, col., 3, 
lines 29 - 48) in different types of storage components (e;g., RAM, ROM, media disk, figure 1, 
col., 3, lines 6 -34)". 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the use of with the teachings of Endo and Ginter in order to facilitate an 
appliance operating system for the DVD player to be stored on a different memory device, other 
than a hard drive. The well-known use of different memories like, non-volatile / read-only 
memory, would retain the appliance operating system even when the system is powered off. The 
system having the appliance operating system would get the benefit of well-known different 
memories like, non-volatile / read-only memory for storing the appliance operating system for 
the DVD player. 

37. As per claims 31-39, 44-46, Endo and Ginter disclose the claimed limitations as rejected 
above. Endo also teaches the following: 

the concept of supporting any appliance and any appliance operating system (e.g., col. 20, 
lines 31 - 36). 

However, Endo and Ginter do not specifically mention about the appliance including a 
television / stereo / home security system. 
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"Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing the use of 
the appliance including a television / stereo / home security system is well known and expected 
in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the appliance including a television / stereo / home security system with the 
teachings of Endo and Ginter in order to facilitate the use of an appliance operating system that 
handle the television / stereo / home security system functionality. The well-known use of 
television / stereo / home security system appliance can be handled by using an appliance 
operating system. The system having the appliance operating system would get the benefit of 
well-known use of an appliance, television / stereo / home security system, supported by an 
appliance operating system. 



Conclusion 

Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers and/or paragraphs and/or 
sections and/or page numbers in the reference(s) as applied to the claims above for the 
convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings 
of the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages 
arid figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety, as potentially teaching, all or part of the 
claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage, as taught by the prior art or disclosed by 
the Examiner. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Haresh Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-3973. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday from 10:00 am to 
8:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 1 7-9 1 97 (toll-free). 

Haresh Patel ji 

March 17, 2006 / L 
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